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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Upon further consideration and in light of the Interim Guidelines for Examination of 
Patent Applications for Patent Subject Matter Eligibility (signed 26Oct2005), 1300 OG 142 
(22Nov2005), the finality of the last Office action is withdrawn and the following new ground of 
rejection entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 2-5, 7-16, 18-21, 23-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 

invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Applicant's specification, For example at [0015] which mentions an overview of the 

present invention, describes a "hypothetical" partnership scenario as a baseline 

comparison of projected or current relationship scenarios. 

First, it is used to create hypothetical partnership scenarios that can be tested 
against projected or current relationship scenarios. For example, the preferred 
embodiments of the model of the present invention simulate changes in 
partnership dynamics over time, addressing issues such as the interrelatedness of 
the features of the collaborative relationship, and what impact changes in 
collaborative relationships have on other aspects of the relationship (e.g. if 
conflict increases or communication improves). Second, the model of the present 
inventions is used to test data collected for new collaborations (or subsequent data 
on old partnerships) to compare with values generated by a baseline model, 
because preferred embodiments of the present invention have the capability of 
executing empirically-based analyses. Thus, various aspects of a collaborative 
relationship can be explored and compared with data collected from existing 
relationships. Further, in certain preferred embodiments, the present invention 
incorporates a qualitative portion of collected data, which additionally explains 
patters emerging from the model simulations. 
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Also, for example at [0017] which mentions the affect cultiiral influences have on 
relationships. 

Relationship effectiveness is affected by cultural components external to the given 
relationship. These cultural influences (e.g., values, ideals, roles, allocation of 
resources, duration of the relationship) combined with factors associated with the 
participants themselves (e.g., their role, interest) modified by the structure of the 
relationships, directly impact the expression of relationship effectiveness, and 
hence the status of the relationship, at any given point in the relationship. 

In general, a user of the claimed processes subjectively determines the value of the 
various claimed relationship components, i.e., level of joint work, level of 
communication, quality of interaction, and connectivity of social structure. A user of the 
claimed processes further subjectively determines the output value that is generated. The 
claim does not define any steps that can be repeated or reproduced by a user performing 
the claimed process such that the result can be duplicated or reproduced. As a foundation 
for this conclusion, the specification as noted above indicates that the scenario that is 
created by the modeling process is a hypothetical one and that if collected data is used for 
a baseline, the cultural influences and participants themselves vary and lack certainty. 
Arguably, the result of the process claims is an output value and the related condition of 
the collaborative relationship. However, the features or activities of the claimed 
invention are subjective of the user performing the process, and irreproducible due to the 
cultural influences and participants themselves. Thus, there is no concrete or tangible 
result, but merely a number and label thereof, i.e., an output value and related condition. 
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The particular system or system components for accomplishing the objective is not 
present or required for the method to be implemented. 

a. Claims 42 and 43: The claim recites no particular implementation of the idea of 
providing a level of joint work, a level of communication, a quality of interaction, or a 
connectivity of social structure of relationship. The claim may require no more than 
listing the components, having a person input subjective data relative to the relationship 
components on a piece of paper or having the data entered into a machine; subjectively 
analyzing the data; and subjectively determining a condition. The claim represents an 
"idea" without a concrete or tangible result, i.e., one that can be repeated by each user 
performing the claimed process. The steps and/or modifications of dependent claims 2-5, 
8-16 and 18-21, 23-31 do not affect the subjectivity of how the user determines the level 
of joint work, level of communication, quality of interaction, or connectivity of social 
structure of a relationship in order to provide the model in step (a) and input the data in 
step (b). 

b. Claims 32 and 38: The claim recites developing a computer module by collecting 
data and analyzing the data, creating a computer model, and developing a baseline. 
These steps are not new in computer modeling; however applicant has claimed the 
computer model components including level of joint work, level of communication, 
quality of interaction, and connectivity of social structure. These elements are determined 
subjectively, as discussed in detail above, by a user performing the process. The claim 
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therefore, represents an "idea" without a concrete and tangible result, i.e., one that can be 
repeated by each user performing the claimed process. The steps and/or modifications of 
dependent claims 33-37 and 39-41 do not affect the subjectivity of how the user 
determines the level of joint work, level of communication, quality of interaction, or 
connectivity of social structure of a relationship in order to create the computer model in 
step (c) and develop the baseline value of an exemplary relationship status corresponding 
to an evolutionary stage in step (d). 

All the claims are thus drawn to the abstract idea of generating an output value and 
determining the related condition. Therefore, the claims are directed to nonstatutory 
subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 2-5, 7-16, 18-21, 23-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

In accordance with the Interim Guidelines for Examination of Patent Applications for 
Patent Subject Matter Eligibility, a claimed process that cannot be performed without undue 
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experimentation results in a lack of enablement. In the present application, the process cannot be 
performed without undue experimentation because an artisan, i.e., an entity charged with 
evaluating a relationship, would not be able to perform the processes of claims 42, 43, 32 and 38 
as claimed, without undue experimentation. 

For example, the claimed process requires the user to know how to collect and analyze 
the component data (i.e., level of joint work, level of communication, quality of interaction, or 
connectivity of social structure of a relationship) however, there is no provision in the disclosure 
as to what data is collected and how the collected is analyzed to determine the output value. For 
example how the user collects the data is lacking notwithstanding the use of a particular type of 
instrument (e.g., survey, questionnaire, etc.) that is mentioned in the disclosure. What survey 
features enable a user of ordinary skill in the art to collect the data necessary to determine the 
quality of an interaction related to a relationship. While "quality of interaction" (208) is 
exemplified as cooperation (228), conflict (230), and trust (232). Further, enablement lacking 
because, as noted above, the process steps require subjectivity that is affected by cultural 
influences and participants themselves. This is one example representative of the lack of 
enablement for the claimed processes, however, none of the claimed computer model 
components of the processes is enabled such that one of ordinary skill in the art would be able to 
make and/or use the invention so as to achieve the same result. 

Therefore, the claims are deemed to be inoperative without undue experimentation. 
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Conclusion 



4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tamara L. Graysay whose telephone number is 571-272-6728. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri from 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter M. Cuomo, can be reached on 571-272-6856. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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